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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


A Truly Progressive Solution 
to Cops Shooting Black Men 

By Kurt Hoffman 

Among "progressives," it's 
an article of faith that gun rights 
advocacy and racism are inextricably 
linked. One writer [Matthew Yglesias, 
vox.com, Nov. 26, 2014] goes so far as 
to argue that broad recognition of gun 
rights in the U.S. causes cops to shoot 
black men. 

No matter that American 
"gun control" has its roots in a desire to 
keep African-Americans disarmed and 
thus powerless, and that the first "gun 
control" advocacy group in the U.S. 
was the KKK, and that incorporation of 
the Second Amendment, via the 
Fourteenth Amendment, was the work 
of a black gun rights advocate [Otis 
McDonald, plaintiff in McDonald v. City 
of Chicago (2010)]. We could point out 
that the drafter of the Fourteenth 
Amendment, Representative John A. 
Bingham (R-OH) [1815-1900], intended 
for that amendment to protect the 
newly freed slaves from disarmament 
under state and local law, but none of 
that matters to those whose agenda is 
served by equating gun rights 
advocates to racist haters. 

We can even point out that 
African-Americans are leading the 
charge in the dramatic increase in the 
public's increasingly pro-gun rights 
view: “Over the past two years, blacks' 
views on this measure have changed 
dramatically. Currently, 54% of blacks 
say gun ownership does more to 
protect people than endanger personal 
safety, nearly double the percentage 
saying this in December 2012 (29%)" 
["Growing Public Support for Gun 
Rights", Pew Research Center for the 
People and the Press, Dec. 10, 2014]. 


But even that won't 
dissuade the "gun rights advocacy is 
racist" crowd. 

Now, in fact, we are told 
that "science" supports the notion that 
white gun owners are "more likely to be 
a racist than if you weren't packing 
heat," never mind that the "study" 
seems to point far more toward 
correlation than causation [“Racism, 
Gun Ownership and Gun Control: 
Biased Attitudes in US Whites May 
Influence Policy Decisions” by 
Australian Prof. O’Brien and others, 
from England and Scotland, 
www.plosone.org Oct. 31,2013]. 

So it is a surprise to see H. 
A. Goodman, a self-identified "liberal," 
writing for the unabashedly 
"progressive" Huffington Post , 
advocate "open carry" by African- 
Americans as the way to "end racial 
profiling in America": 

"Contrary to conventional 
thinking on both sides of the political 
divide, more legal guns in the hands of 
law-abiding black men will defeat 
racism and end racial profiling in this 
country." ["Black Men Openly Carrying 
a Gun in a Holster Will End Racial 
Profiling in America", 12/12/2014], 

The main thrust of 
Goodman's rationale is that open carry 
(where legal) is an unambiguous 
declaration of one's law-abiding nature 
and peaceable intent, because 
someone with a nefarious purpose 
would try to avoid the attention brought 
by a visibly carried firearm. 

This seems more than a 
little overly optimistic. We have seen, 
after all, white open carry practitioners, 
presumably not subject to the racism 
we hear so much about, being 
harassed, arrested, and occasionally 
killed by police-and that's without 


being "SWATted" by malignant Moms 
or homicidal radio personalities. 

H. A. Goodman will never 
be mistaken for a gun rights advocate, 
contemptuously dismissing the very 
idea that an armed citizenry can deter 
an overreaching government-despite 
the fact that we have seen it done, and 
not too long ago [in April 2014 at the 
Bundy ranch in Nevada]. 

Still, now he's advocating 
carrying guns to effect positive social 
and political change. That would 
indicate that he acknowledges that 
armed private citizens can push the 
government in directions that the 
unarmed cannot. That, in turn, is what 
the Second Amendment has always 
been about. 

A former paratrooper, Kurt 
Hofmann was paralyzed in a car 
accident in 2002. The helplessness 
inherent to confinement to a wheelchair 
inspired him to become active in gun 
rights advocacy. He also writes the St. 
Louis Gun Rights Examiner column. 

- www.jfpo.org, Dec. 17, 2014 

Giving a Firearm as a Gift? 
Here Are Some Reminders 

By Bill Brassard 

The first thing to remember 
if you’re thinking about giving someone 
a gun is that... it’s a gun! Ownership of 
a firearm brings with it some serious 
legal and ethical obligations that other 
consumer products don’t. So let’s look 
at some questions you may have about 
giving a firearm as a gift. 

The first question you have 
to ask is whether the intended recipient 
can legally own the firearm where he or 
she lives. With more than 20,000 
different gun laws on the books, even 
the kinds of firearms that law-abiding 
citizens can own vary from place to 
place; for example, juveniles (under 







age 18) generally speaking are 
precluded by law from possessing a 
handgun. Check out the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives (ATF) website for an 
overview of local laws, and don’t forget 
that you can never under any 
circumstances transfer a firearm to 
someone you know — or have 
reasonable cause to believe — legally 
can’t own one. That’s a federal felony, 
so be careful. 

There’s no federal law that 
prohibits a gift of a firearm to a relative 
or friend that lives in your home state. 
Abramski v. United States, a recent 
Supreme Court decision involving a 
“straw purchase” of a firearm did not 
change the law regarding firearms as 
gifts. Some states — California, 
Connecticut, Colorado and New York 
for example — require you to transfer 
the gun through a local firearms dealer 
so an instant background check will be 
performed to make sure the recipient is 
not legally prohibited from owning the 
gun. 

The ATF recommends that 
if you want to give someone a new 
firearm, rather than going to a gun 
store, buying it on your own and giving 
it to, say your father, consider instead 
purchasing a gift certificate from that 
retailer and giving it to Dad. That way 
he’ll get the exact gun he wants, and 
there’s no question about who is “the 
actual buyer of the firearm,” which is a 
question any purchaser must certify on 
the Federal Form 4473 at the time of 
purchase. 

You can only ship a 
handgun by common carrier (but not 
U.S. Mail) and a long gun by U.S. Mail 
or common carrier to a federally 
licensed dealer, but not to a non- 
licensed individual. With all carriers, 
federal law requires you to declare that 
your package contains an unloaded 
firearm. To be safe, always consult 
your carrier in advance about its 
regulations for shipping firearms. 

What if you want to give 
“Old Betsy,” your favorite old deer rifle, 
to your son or daughter? Again, in most 
states, there’s no law that says you 
can’t, but some states require even 
inter-family transfers to go through a 
licensed dealer. Remember, you can 
never transfer a firearm directly to 
another person who is a resident of a 
different state. In that case, you must 
transfer the firearm through a licensed 
dealer in the state where the person 
receiving the gift resides. Using a gift 
certificate from a firearms retailer near 
where the recipient lives might be a 
good solution. Pre-1898 antique 
firearms are generally exempt from the 


dealer requirement. Be safe and check 
with your dealer or local law 
enforcement before you hand over your 
prized possession. 

It’s often an emotional 
moment when a treasured family 
heirloom is passed down to the next 
generation. These moments are part of 
what our cherished enjoyment of 
firearms is all about and represent that 
unique bond that sportsmen have with 
their fellow enthusiasts. So do it right! 
-- National Shooting Sports Foundation, 
Dec. 9, 2014 

How to Hide from the NSA 

If you want a truly 
anonymous life, then maybe it's time 
you learned about Tor, CSpace and 
ZRTP. 

These three technologies 
could help people hide their activities 
from the National Security Agency, 
according to NSA documents newly 
obtained from the archive of former 
contractor Edward Snowden by the 
German magazine Der Spiegel. 

The combination of Tor, 
CSpace and ZRTP (plus another 
anonymizing technology for good 
measure) results in levels of protection 
that the NSA deems "catastrophic" — 
meaning the organization has "near¬ 
total loss/lack of insight to target 
communications.” 

"Although the documents 
are around two years old, experts 
consider it unlikely the agency's digital 
spies have made much progress in 
cracking these technologies," Spiegel's 
staff wrote. 

In comparison, accessing 
somebody's Facebook messages is 
considered a "minor" task for the 
agency. Similarly, virtual private 
networks (or VPNs), which are widely 
used by companies, are easily 
accessed by the NSA, as are so-called 
"HTTPS" connections. 

So, what are these services 
and what do you actually have to do to 
use them? 

Tor is basically a network 
that offers an easy way for people to 
mask their location when 
communicating online. Anyone can 
download Tor's web browser -- it's 
available on Mac, Windows, Linux, and 
smartphones. It's not foolproof: When 
using Tor, you're advised to sacrifice 
the convenience of browser plugins, 
torrent downloads, and websites that 
don't use "HTTPS encryption" if you 
truly want to stay off the grid. 

And that's just if you want to 
mask your online habits -- messaging 
and phone calls require more steps 


still, meaning you also have to add 
CSpace and ZRTP if you want to hide 
those from the NSA, according to Der 
Spiegel. 

CSpace is a program that 
lets people text chat and transfer files, 
while ZRTP is a form of encryption that 
protects mobile phone calls and texting 
- it's used in apps like RedPhone and 
Signal. 

If that all sounds a bit 
daunting, anonymous living may not be 
for you. There are plenty of ways to 
stay relatively private online. But true 
anonymity is harder to achieve, and so 
coveted that some people will pay $629 
for a special phone that purports to 
keep a user's information more secure. 

As noted, the Snowden 
documents are a couple of years old; 
it's possible the NSA has found ways 
around these tools by now. But for the 
privacy-conscious, they are certain to 
work better than a tinfoil hat. 

--Huffington Post December 31,2014 

United Nations: Prosecution 
of Lawyers Who Cleared US 
Torture Program Good First 
Step 

By Sharon Adams 

The United Nations 
Committee Against Torture (UN-CAT), 
in its "Concluding Observations," called 
for the investigation and prosecution of 
"persons in positions of command and 
those who provided legal cover to 
torture." 

The UN-CAT periodically 
reviews states that have ratified the 
Convention Against Torture and Other 
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 
Treatment or Punishment (CAT-CID). 
The United States is one of these 
states. The Senate ratified it in 1994. 
The CAT-CID, like all ratified treaties, is 
the supreme law of the land according 
to the US Constitution. 

Beginning with TV shows 
like "24" and continuing more recently 
with films like Zero Dark Thirty, the 
powers that be have brought torture 
into mainstream conversation, 
apparently attempting to normalize 
torture. Now, the torture-enablers are 
going further, and are seeking 
exoneration and vindication at the bar 
of history. 

Torture is a crime that 
cannot be legalized away. Torture is as 
depraved as slavery or rape - all are 
simply wrong. No amount of 
rationalization by lawyers or 
assessments by psychologists can 
make rape, slavery or torture right. 
Unless the United States wants to 




follow Dick Cheney to the dark side, it's 
time to prosecute those responsible. 

Encouragingly, there have 
been increasing calls for prosecution. 
The best way to make this happen is to 
start with the attorneys, because 
partisan mud-slinging would follow any 
attempted prosecution of Cheney or 
Bush and would cloud the issues. 
Prosecution of the attorneys who 
worked at the Office of the Legal 
Counsel (OLC) would avoid some of 
this, as OLC attorneys are nonpartisan 
and are specifically tasked with 
"providing authoritative legal advice" to 
the president. 

OLC attorneys John Yoo 
and Jay Bybee are the lawyers 
primarily responsible for implementing 
the Bush administration's detention, 
rendition and torture programs. This 
has been proven through numerous 
investigations, including the UN 
Concluding Observations; the Senate 
Intelligence Committee Report; the 
CIA's own internal investigation; the 
Senate Armed Services Committee 
Report; the European Court of Human 
Rights; the tribunal in Kuala Lampur, 
and more. Yoo and Bybee should be 
the initial focus of investigation and 
prosecution. 

UN-CAT Concluding 

Observations specifically reference 
declassified memoranda written by the 
OLC. Beginning in 2001 and continuing 
in 2002 and 2003, either, or both, John 
Yoo and Jay Bybee authored all 
relevant OLC opinions. (By 2003, Yoo 
and Bybee had left the OLC.) The 
declassified OLC memos include those 
released pursuant to Freedom of 
Information Act requests and other 
standardly released memos. (Other 
memos have never been released.) 

UN Concluding Observation 
11 expresses "grave concern" over 
the CIA's rendition, detention and 
interrogation programs starting in 2001 
and continuing until 2008. 

UN-CAT Concluding 

Observation 9 specifically criticizes the 
"interpretative understanding" of 
"prolonged mental harm" provided by 
the OLC. "Prolonged mental harm" is 
included in the US definition of torture. 
Yoo and Bybee used pretzel logic to 
find that waterboarding did not result in 
prolonged mental harm because the 
"relief is almost immediate when the 
cloth is removed from the nose and 
mouth." Therefore, according to their 
sick logic, waterboarding is not torture. 
(Memo from Bybee and Yoo to John 
Rizzo at the CIA, August 1,2002.) 

Below is a complete list of 
all 16 declassified OLC memos from 
2001, 2002 and 2003 that discuss the 


alleged legal underpinnings for the US 
rendition, detention and torture 
programs. Yoo and Bybee authored or 
coauthored each and every 
declassified memoranda on these 
subjects. In doing so, Yoo and Bybee 
provided the "legal cover" that the UN¬ 
CAT condemned and for which the UN¬ 
CAT recommended prosecution. The 
United States should live up to its 
obligations under international law, the 
Geneva Conventions and federal law, 
and prosecute Yoo and Bybee.... 

-- TruthOut Op-Ed, 29 December 2014 

Ed.: If we don’t prosecute 
our alleged torturers, we cede the 
moral high ground to the UN. 

EPA can’t regulate lead 
bullets, says federal court 

A federal appeals court 
denied a lawsuit Tuesday by 
environmental groups that the EPA 
must use the Toxic Substances Control 
Act regulate lead used in shells and 
cartridges. 

"We agree with EPA that it 
lacks statutory authority to regulate the 
type of spent bullets and shot identified 
in the environmental groups’ petition," 
Judge David Tatel wrote for the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit. 

Environmental groups had 
sued the agency to do so, saying spent 
lead ammunition posed an 
"unreasonable risk of injury" to wildlife 
and humans who would eat the animals 
they kill. The groups rejected the EPA's 
assertion that it lacked the authority to 
do so. 

Environmental groups were 
challenging an earlier dismissal by a 
lower court. 

"No matter how one 
characterizes their claim — whether as 
an effort to regulate cartridges and 
shells (EPA’s view) or as an attempt to 
regulate the lead in bullets and shot 
(the environmental groups’ view) — 
their petition seeks the regulation of 
spent lead yet suggests no way in 
which EPA could regulate spent lead 
without also regulating cartridges and 
shells," Tatel wrote. 

www.washingtonexaminer.com 
December 23, 2014 

Britain Shows Again Why We 
Are No Longer British 

By Larry Pratt 

What private gun owners in 
England have to go through shows why 
we are no longer British. First, the 
burden of proof is on the citizen. And 
no, self-defense is not an acceptable 
reason for wanting to buy a gun. It 


doesn’t really matter, because guns 
have to be kept in a locked safe so they 
will not be available for self-defense. 

British law is so rigid that, 
before granting their Olympic pistol 
team a special exemption, they had to 
travel to Belgium for practice. 

On October 14 
Breitbart.com reported that the 
Association of Chief Police Officers has 
kicked off a campaign to make 
warrantless entry (remember the U.K. 
has no Fourth Amendment) into 
people’s homes and make 

unannounced inspections. 

England has a violent crime 
rate eight times higher than the U.S.’. 
Admittedly, their murder rate is quite 
low, at 1.0 per 100,000. But then so is 
the murder rate in Fairfax County, 

Virginia, where Gun Owners of America 
is located. Fairfax County has the exact 
same murder rate as England. 

Unlike in England, 
handguns are easily available in Fairfax 
County and may be openly carried in a 
holster. 

Earlier this year Nigel 
Farange, the leader of the United 
Kingdom Independence Party, 

suggested that handgun regulations 
were too tough. In response Greater 
Manchester Police Chief Constable 

Peter Fahy said, “We should all be 
grateful that we have such tight gun 
control in this country - when you look 
at the States it’s awful over there.’’ 

Chief Constable Fahy just 
reminded us once again why we are no 
longer British. Mr. Fahy, we have the 
Second Amendment to protect us from 
people like you. 

Guns in the private 

possession of the people are the tools 

to resist tyranny. During the 1946 
Democrat primary in Athens, 

Tennessee, the police walked off with 
the ballot boxes and took them to the 
police station. Armed men with rifles 
arrived in pickup trucks and 

automobiles. A brief firefight ensued, 
after which the police realized they had 
better stand down. They did, and the 
reform party won - because the votes 
were honestly counted after all. 

More recently, Nevada 
rancher Cliven Bundy was threatened 
by a SWAT team from the rogue 
Bureau of Land Management. People 
spontaneously came to his defense, 
resulting in an armed standoff. The 
BLM stood down. 

This is what Chief 
Constable Fahy thinks is “awful over 
there.” Admittedly, dictatorship is much 
more difficult when dealing with an 
armed populace. 

- The Gun Owners, Dec. 19, 2014 




Dalai Lama: I am a Marxist 

Describing himself as a 
Marxist, Tibetan spiritual leader the 
Dalai Lama on Tuesday said many 
Marxist leaders have now become 
capitalists in thinking. 

"As far as social-economic 
theory is concerned, I am still a 
Marxist," the spiritual leader said during 
a lecture on world peace in Presidency 
University, adding that he admires 
Marxism because of its focus on 
reducing gap between the rich and the 
poor. 

"In Marxism, there is 
emphasis on equal distribution. That is 
very crucial to me," he said. 

The 14th Dalai Lama 
appealed to those under the age of 30 
to make the 21st century as the 
"century of peace". 

"The previous century was 
one of violence.... You have to stop 
violence with your will, vision and 
wisdom," Lama said while calling for a 
complete ban on nuclear weapons. 

"I ran away at the age of 16 
and lost my freedom, my country. Over 
100,000 followers came to this 
country.... India is a free country, I also 
have my complete freedom. This is the 
meaning of freedom in exile," he said. 

Describing himself as a 
messenger of ancient Indian 
philosophy, the Lama said India is the 
guru and the people are the "chelas" 
(disciples). 

"We 'chelas' have kept the 
guru's knowledge intact for over a 
thousand years. Now the knowledge of 
'chela' is better than the knowledge of 
'guru'," he said while appealing Indian 
to be more active in peace. 
— The Times of India 14 Jan 2015 

Ed.: So, the Dalai Lama 
himself fled Chinese Marxists when 
they overran Tibet; and Marxists killed 
tens of millions in the Soviet Union, and 
still he is a Marxist?? 

If you insult my mother you 
can expect to get punched: 
Pope 

Pope Francis on Thursday 
condemned killing in God's name but 
warned religion could not be insulted. 

"You cannot provoke, you 
cannot insult other people's faith, you 
cannot mock it," he said [commenting 
on the Charlie Hedbo killings by 
Muslims in Paris]. 

He said: "If my good friend 
Doctor Gasparri [who organises the 
Pope's trips] speaks badly of my 
mother, he can expect to get punched.” 

Pope Francis, seen by 
many around the world as more 


progressive than many of his 
predecessors, said freedom of speech 
should be tempered by respect for 
faith. 

“Freedom of speech is a 
right and a duty that must be displayed 
without offending," he said just before 
arriving in the Philippine capital of 
Manila. 

— www.timeslive.co.za 2015/01/15 
Ed.: What about turning the 
other cheek? — May God protect us 
from religious leaders like Pope Francis 
and the Dalai Lama! 

End Results 

Despite being repeatedly 
told by these two rebellious political 
gangs, which forced America’s removal 
from the “small policy” of limited 
government and no foreign 
intervention, to the “big policy” of total 
government and foreign intervention to 
whereas war is necessary to preserve 
freedom, the question of all questions 
that must be entertained, what has 
been the end results of over a century 
of war and preparation for war? 

The following is an 
incomplete list of the end results. 
‘Dismantling of our Christian principles 
which is the Republic foundation block. 
‘Centralizing of powers to whereas 
states have become federal 
administrative units. 

‘True ownership of property is denied 
through the immoral property tax. 
‘Patriot Act. 

*24/7/365 days of total surveillance of 
our lives. 

‘Where is your papers? Real ID Act, 
Socialistic Social Security number, birth 
certificate. 

‘Foreign languages coexisting with 
ours. 

‘Foreign flags flying upon your soil. 
‘Sustained attack against our Bill of 
Rights. 

‘Stealing the fruits of your labor under 
threat for foreign aid. 

‘Incorporating all ten planks of the 
communist manifesto. 

‘New Deal of 1933 created a plethora 
of economic regulations that equals 
fascism. 

‘Economic slavery viz. national 
indebtedness to the privately owned 
Federal Reserve. 

‘Moral depravity. 

‘Individuals natural rights up for debate 
and replaced with privileges, (license). 
‘Wounded Knee. 

‘Ruby Ridge. 

‘Creation of a global seat, the United 
Nations in 1948. 

‘The establishing of un-Constitutional 
agency’s. 


‘Checks and balances collapsed. 

‘Fifty million babies aborted. 

‘North American Union (erased borders 
between Canada, United States and 
Mexico.) 

‘Our industrial ability has been 
vanishing. 

‘Eminent Domain (the taking of 
property for malls, stadiums etc) 

War has delivered both we 
the people and our Republic into a 
powerless state, therefore each 
generation has an obligation to 
preserve the Republic’s foundation. 

Earl 817 783 2375 

Views of Islam Need 
Clarification 

"People know the 

consequences": British Muslim 

Cleric Says Islam Does Not Allow 
Freedom of Expression 

Contrary to popular 

misconception, Islam does not mean 
peace but rather means submission to 
the commands of Allah alone. 
Therefore, Muslims do not believe in 
the concept of freedom of expression, 
as their speech and actions are 
determined by divine revelation and not 
based on people's desires. 

Although Muslims may not 
agree about the idea of freedom of 
expression, even non-Muslims who 
espouse it say it comes with 
responsibilities. In an increasingly 
unstable and insecure world, the 
potential consequences of insulting the 
Messenger Muhammad are known to 
Muslims and non-Muslims alike. 

Muslims consider the honor of 
the Prophet Muhammad to be dearer to 
them than that of their parents or even 
themselves. To defend it is considered 
to be an obligation upon them. The 
strict punishment if found guilty of this 
crime under sharia (Islamic law) is 
capital punishment implementable by 
an Islamic State. This is because the 
Messenger Muhammad said, "Whoever 
insults a Prophet kill him." 

However, because the honor 
of the Prophet is something which all 
Muslims want to defend, many will take 
the law into their own hands, as we 
often see. 

Within liberal democracies, 
freedom of expression has 
curtailments, such as laws against 
incitement and hatred. 

- Radical British Muslim Anjem 
Choudary in an op-ed piece in USA 
Today justifying the attack this week in 
Pahs on satirical French magazine 

Charlie Hebdo, that killed 12 persons 

* * * 

Anjem Choudary, needless to 




say, does not speak for all Muslims. A 
report by The Times of Israel quoted 
several prominent Muslim clerics who 
condemned the Charlie Hebdo attacks, 
including Qatari Sunni cleric Sheikh 
Youssef Qaradawi: “We, scholars of 
the Islamic nation, strongly condemn 
any action that sheds the blood of 
innocents, spreading corruption on 
earth, whoever the perpetrators are 
and whatever their religion." 

http://www.inquisitr.com Jan. 8, 2014 

* * * 

Muslim leaders condemn French 
attack, but fail to grapple with root 
causes 

Many leading Muslim clerics 
and thinkers unequivocally condemned 
the terror attack on satirical French 
newspaper Charlie Hebdo Wednesday, 
but have largely fallen short of 
criticizing the Islamist ideology that led 
to the attacks. 

www.timesofisrael.com Jan. 7, 2014 

Ed.: we'd hoped the Qatari 
Sunni cleric had said that the 12 non- 
Muslims killed by Islamists in Paris 
were in fact "innocents". 

How Fragile the Belief of an 
Islamist Must Be 

By Slavoj Zizek 

Now, when we are all in a 
state of shock after the killing spree in 
the Charlie Hebdo offices, it is the right 
moment to gather the courage to think. 
We should, of course, unambiguously 
condemn the killings as an attack on 
the very substance our freedoms, and 
condemn them without any hidden 
caveats (in the style of "Charlie Hebdo 
was nonetheless provoking and 
humiliating the Muslims too much"). But 
such pathos of universal solidarity is 
not enough - we should think further.... 

What is much more needed 
than the demonisation of the terrorists 
into heroic suicidal fanatics is a 
debunking of this demonic myth. Long 
ago Friedrich Nietzsche perceived how 
Western civilisation was moving in the 
direction of the Last Man, an apathetic 
creature with no great passion or 
commitment. Unable to dream, tired of 
life, he takes no risks, seeking only 
comfort and security, an expression of 
tolerance with one another: “A little 
poison now and then: that makes for 
pleasant dreams. And much poison at 
the end, for a pleasant death. They 
have their little pleasures for the day, 
and their little pleasures for the night, 
but they have a regard for health. We 
have discovered happiness,’ - say the 
Last Men, and they blink.” 

It effectively may appear that 
the split between the permissive First 


World and the fundamentalist reaction 
to it runs more and more along the 
lines of the opposition between leading 
a long satisfying life full of material and 
cultural wealth, and dedicating one's 
life to some transcendent Cause. Is this 
antagonism not the one between what 
Nietzsche called "passive" and "active" 
nihilism? We in the West are the 
Nietzschean Last Men, immersed in 
stupid daily pleasures, while the Muslim 
radicals are ready to risk everything, 
engaged in the struggle up to their self- 
destruction. William Butler Yeats’ 
“Second Coming” seems perfectly to 
render our present predicament: “The 
best lack all conviction, while the worst 
are full of passionate intensity.” This is 
an excellent description of the current 
split between anemic liberals and 
impassioned fundamentalists. “The 
best” are no longer able fully to 
engage, while “the worst” engage in 
racist, religious, sexist fanaticism.... 

— New Statesman, 5 Jan. 2015 

Muslims segregated from 
French society in growing 
Islamist mini-states 

A backdrop to the massacre in 
Paris on Wednesday by self-professed 
al Qaeda terrorists is that city officials 
have increasingly ceded control of 
heavily Muslim neighborhoods to 
Islamists, block by block. 

France has Europe’s largest 
population of Muslims, some of whom 
talk openly of ruling the country one 
day and casting aside Western legal 
systems for harsh, Islam-based 
Shariah law. 

"The situation is out of control, 
and it is not reversible,” said Soeren 
Kern, an analyst at the Gatestone 
Institute and author of annual reports 
on the “Islamization of France." 

"There are no-go areas not 
just in Paris, but all over France, where 
[Muslims] are effectively in control,” 
said Robert Spencer, who directs 
JihadWatch.org, a nonprofit that 
monitors Muslim extremists. 

-washingtontimes.com 2015/01/07 


“When you meet the 
unbelievers, strike their necks....” 
Qur’an 47:4 

Israel needs more than 
temporary gun solution to 
stop final one 

By David Codrea 
Israeli Public Security 
Minister Yitzhak Aharonovich is 
“temporarily easing” gun laws following 


an attack on a Jerusalem synagogue 
by Palestinian terrorists that left four 
rabbis and a policeman dead, The Wall 
Street Journal Law Blog reported 
Tuesday. 

The exact nature of the 
easing of restrictions has not been 
specified, but “the security minister 
suggested the rules would relax 
carrying restrictions for private security 
guards and off-duty army officers,” 
WSJ continued. That confirms private 
citizens will still be relegated to either 
second-class status or else be forced 
to make a choice that could bring 
criminal charges. “In Israel, carrying a 
gun is not a right granted by the 
constitution, but rather a privilege given 
to those few who pass background 
checks and who can demonstrate a 
real need for possessing firearms,” said 
the WSJ. 

It’s not “granted” by the U.S. 
Constitution either, but that assumption 
reflects [not only] the sorry state [of] 
“authorized journalists,” but of much of 
the public as well (including some gun 
owners). The bottom line: Israel is 
nowhere near the haven for armed 
citizens many gun owners imagine. 

That the government of 
Israel did not learn the lessons of 20th 
Century Europe is evident. A temporary 
solution that does not include the right 
of the people to keep and bear arms is 
no solution at all, and certainly no long¬ 
term deterrent to those who make clear 
their evil determination to impose a 
“final solution.” 

“Never again” is just a 
hollow phrase if the means to ensure it 
are withheld from those the enemies of 
Israel would exterminate. Changing 
that can only begin when privileges are 
recognized as rights. 

- www.jfpo.org November 21st, 2014 

FBI report confirms crime fell 
while gun purchases soared 
in 2013 

By AWR Hawkins 

On January 6 [2014], 

Breitbart News reported there were 
21,093,273 background checks for 
firearm purchasers conducted in 
America in 2013. 

And what happened as all 
these guns came into private hands? 
Violent crime and property crime fell. 

According to an FBI report 
released on November 10: “violent 
crimes in 2013 decreased 4.4 percent 
when compared with 2012 figures, and 
the estimated number of property 
crimes decreased 4.1 percent [as 
well].” 




These record gun sales and 
the subsequent reduction in crime 
square perfectly with a Congressional 
Research Service report covered by 
Breitbart News on December 4, 2013. 
That study showed that the number of 
privately owned firearms in America 
increased from 192 million in 1994 to 
310 million in 2009. At the same time, 
“firearm-related murder and non- 
negligent homicide” fell from 6.6 per 
100,000 Americans in 1993 to 3.6 per 
100,000 in 2000. 

The bottom line: more guns 
equals less crime. 

- www.breitbart.com Nov. 10, 2014 

Lead poisoning is a major 
threat at shooting ranges 

A confused 38-year-old 
father in Kentucky rarely crawled out of 
bed. 

A conservation volunteer in 
Iowa lost feeling in his hands and feet. 

A 5-year-old girl in South 
King County doubled over in pain and 
vomited. 

The cause of their suffering: 
lead poisoning. The source: dirty gun 
ranges. 

A hidden risk lies within 
almost all of America’s estimated 
10,000 gun ranges. When shooters fire 
guns with lead-based ammunition, they 
spread lead vapor and dust, insidious 
toxins. 

Thousands of people have 
been contaminated at shooting ranges 
due to poor ventilation and contact with 
lead-coated surfaces, a Seattle Times 
investigation has found. 

Even those who’ve never 
stepped inside a gun range have 
become sick. Employees have carried 
lead residue into their homes on their 
skin, clothes, shoes and work gear, 
inadvertently contaminating family 
members, including children, who are 
the most vulnerable to lead’s 
debilitating health effects. 

By law, owners are 
responsible for protecting employees 
from lead-polluted workplaces by 
following rules and regulations on air 
quality, surface contamination, safety 
gear and various other standards. Yet 


little to make certain gun ranges put 
such protections in place. 

The nation has an 
estimated 6,000 commercial indoor and 
outdoor gun ranges, but only 201 have 
been inspected in the past decade, 
according to a Times analysis of 
federal Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) records. Of 
those inspected, 86 percent violated at 
least one lead-related standard, the 
analysis found. 

Several thousand other 
indoor and outdoor gun ranges — most 
of them casually operated by volunteer- 
led clubs and sports organizations with 
little knowledge of lead safety — don’t 
even have to follow OSHA regulations. 
They aren’t subject to any scrutiny 
because they have no employees. 

— Seattle Times, October 17, 2014 

Commentary: Ventilation is 
critical at indoor ranges. Washing your 
hands to remove any lead residue after 
shooting is also important. Workers 
cleaning up ranges should wear special 
clothes just for that purpose and not 
wear those clothes back home. 
Workers should also use breathing 
protection to prevent inhaling fine 
particles of lead as they clean up the 
range. 

Ron Paul: Hey, Congress, 
want to fix the country? 

Since New Year’s is 
traditionally a time for resolutions, I 
thought I would suggest some for 
Congress: 

1) Bring the troops home —End our 

hyper-interventionist foreign policy by 
bringing our troops home and closing 
all overseas military bases 

2) Pass the Audit the Fed bill - Show 
the entire truth about how the Federal 
Reserve’s monetary policy benefits big¬ 
spending politicians and financial elites 
while harming average Americans. 

3) Repeal the PATRIOT Act and rein 
in the National Security Agency — 
Take the first step toward restoring 
respect for the Fourth Amendment by 
allowing Section 215 of the PATRIOT 
Act to expire. 

4) Shut down the Transportation 
Security Administration —Return 


airlines. Private businesses can 
effectively protect their customers and 
employees if the government gets out 
of the way. 

5) End all corporate welfare —Start 
dismantling the corporate welfare state 
by killing the Export-Import Bank and 
the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation. 

6) Repeal and Replace Obamacare 

— Many Americans are losing their 
insurance while others are facing 
increasing health care costs because of 
Obamacare. Restore a true free market 
in health care. 

7) End police militarization —End all 

federal programs that provide military 
equipment to local police forces. 

8) Shut down the Department of 
Education —Education in America has 
declined as federal control has 
increased. De-fund all federal 
education programs and return control 
over education to local communities 
and parents. 

9) Allow individuals to opt out — 

Allow individuals to opt out of 
Obamacare and other federal 
mandates. Young people should also 
be granted the ability to opt out of 
paying Social Security and Medicare 
taxes in exchange for agreeing to never 
accept Social Security and Medicare 
benefits. 

10) Allow state governments to opt 

out — If Congress lacks the votes to 
end the war on drugs, repeal 
Obamacare, or roll back other 
unconstitutional federal programs, it 
should at least respect the rights of 
states to set their own policies in these 
areas. Federal prohibition of state laws 
nullifying Obamacare or legalizing 
marijuana turns the Tenth Amendment 
upside down. 

By adopting these 
resolutions, Congress can make 2015 
the year America begins reversing the 
long, slow slide toward 
authoritarianism, empire, national 
bankruptcy, and economic decline. 

Ron Paul is a former U.S. 
Congressman from Texas and the 
leader of the pro-liberty, pro-free 
market movement in the United States. 

- www.ronpaulinstitute.org 
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